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of tryptophane but suggest no explanation of it. Perhaps the growth relation-
ships between corn and tryptophane should be further investigated.
(r) Although these data on the supplementary relationships between alfalfa
leaf meal and wheat bran appear to indicate a supplementary effect, it should be
noted that the protein levels of the various diets compared were not comparable.
For example, in one series wheat bran is fed at a level of 6.6% protein in the diet
while the mixture of alfalfa leaf meal and wheat is fed at a level of 8.8% protein
and that of alfalfa leaf meal alone is 11.0% protein.
(s) This value may not represent the actual biological value of the protein,
as compared with that of protein in other foods, owing to the lack of comparability
in food intake. The test animals were allowed to eat the diet ad libitum. Since
there is bound to be differences in the palatability of rations, it is possible that
differences in apparent nutritional value may be attributable, in part, to differ-
ences in food intake. It would seem that the only way to rule out palatability
as a factor in protein assays is to restrict the food intake of test animals to that
of animals given a standard protein, perhaps casein or egg protein. That would
necessitate also the use of a standard basal diet. In this way the nutritional
value of all proteins would be determined with reference to a standard arbitrarily
selected protein.
(t) The significance of this average value is somewhat in doubt owing to the
large differences between individual values.
(u) The nutritive value of rice protein has not been determined under com-
parable conditions.